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By letter of 10 November 1981 the Committee on Budgetary Control
requested authorization to draw up a report on the Tenth Financiar
Report on the European Agricultural Guidance and Guarantee Fund - I9g0
- Guidance Section.
Authorization was given by the President of the European parliament
in her letter of 27 December 1981. The Committee on Agrlculture rras
asked for its opinion.
on 27 october 1981 the committee on Budgetary control appointed
ivlr Filippi rapporteur.
rt considered the draft report at its meeting of 23 February l9g2
and adopted the motion for a resolution and the explanatory statement by
twelve votes in favour, none against and two abstentions.
The following took part in the vote: Mr Aigner, chairmani Mrs Boserup
and Mr Price, vice-chairmeni Mr Filippi, rapporteur; Mr Gondikas,
I'1r Kellett-Bcwma& Mr Key, Mr Marck, Mr Mart, Mr Nielsen (deputizing for
Mr Jiirgens), Mr Notenboom, Mr patterson, Mr saby, Mr Konrad. schiin and
Mr Wettig.
The opinion of the Committee on Agriculture wlII Fe published
separately.
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The Committee on
the following motion
A
Budgetary control hereby submits to the European parriamentfor a resolution together with explanatory statement:
MOTION FOR- A RESOLUTION
on the Tenth Financial Report on the European Agricultural Guidance andGuarantee Fund - 1980 - Guidance Section
The European parliament,
- having regard to the Tenth Financial Report on the European Agricultural
Guidance and Guarantee Fund, financial year IggO (COM(gI) 464 final),
- having regard to the annual report of the Court of
the financial year 1980 accompanied by the replies
Auditors concerning
of the institutionsl
- having regard to the report of the comrnittee on Budgetatrr Control and theopinion of the Committee on Agriculture (Doc. l-1070/gl-i,-- -----
1 ' Reaffirms the imioortance of the policy of guidance of agricurtural struc-tures for the purpose of achieving greater convergence of the Member
states I economies and eliminating the structural and regional imbarances
within the Community;
2' welcomes the fact that, following a series of financiar years characterizedby a totalJ-y inadequate rate of implementation of the appropriations
entered in the budget, the utilization of these appropriations showed r
substantial progress in the financial year 1980, reaching a rever of imple-
mentation which is acceptable, though capable of further improvementi
3' Regrets, however, that in many cases the commission,s expenditure estimates
are stirr excessive and thus give rise to the transfer, carrying-forward
and writing-off of a volume of appropriations which is excessive for a
normal implementation of the budget;
4 ' Itrotes that the application of the community measures sti1l shows an
'imbalancer Particularly with regard to the indirect measures, which areinadequately implemented precisery in those areas in which action is
,most needed to strengthen agricultural structuresi
5' Emphasizes, therefore, the need to increase the effectiveness of these
measures by giving them the flexibility needed to adapt to differingloca1 situations, and for this purpose carls for a more frequent review
of the measures themselvesi
I oJ No. c zql, st t2.81
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6. Regrets that the council has not yet taken a decision on the proposed
amendments to Directive 72/L6oL, the need for which has nevertheless
long been recognized;
7 - Requests the comnission to make every effort to encourage the appli-
cation of the Community measures, in particular through information
courses for local administfators and the pubrication of a manaar
designed to disseminate fuller information about current measures and
the arrangements for submitting apprications f,or aid;
8. Points out that, although the increasing use of advance payments calls
for greater control over the implementation of the measures, there
was no strengthening of controls in the financial year in question;
9. Reiterates, therefore, with greater urgency, the requests arready
made in previous financial years for maximurn use to be made both of
audits on the basis of records and of on-the-spot audits;
I0. 9{ou1d like to see an improvement in the presentation of the report,
which should provide arr the information needed for a thorough
assessment of the measure$ in particular as regards any difficulties
encountered in their implementation.
r oJ No. c L24, L7.5.Lg7g
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EXPLANATORY STATEMENT
1. The EAGGF, Guidance section, rinks the common agricurtural poricy
and the structural policies. rt is a vital instrument in the attempt
to achieve convergence between the Community economies and to reduce
the substantial sectoral and regional imbalances in the Community.
rt was instituted through the adoption of Regulation No 17/64 of
5 February 19641, which raid down the conditions for granting aid
from the Fund to investment projects aimed at improving agricultural
structures.
Regulation No 729/zo2 rixea the maximum annuaL volume of expenditure
from the Fund at 285 m u.a. (325 m u.a. following the first enlarge_
ment), to cover both indirect measures (or measures involving reim-
bursement: part of the expenditure incurred in financing projects
which meet certain conditions is reimbursed to the Member States) and
direct measures (direct payment. to the recipients of contributions
towards the financing of selected projeets up to a global figure deter-
mined by what remains after deducting expenditure on indirect measures).
Regulation No 929/79 of 18 May Lg793 established an allocation of
3,600 m EUA for the five-year period l9g0_g4 (increased to 3,755 m EUA
by Regulation No. 3509/80), with the annual appropriation being
determined each year in the context of the budgetary procedure.
2. In assessing the Tenth Financial Report on the European Agricultural
Guidance and Guarantee Fund - Guidance section  - submitted by the
Commission of the European Communities for the financial year I9g0,
a brief outline should be given of the guidelines issued by the European
Parliament concerning the management of this policy, principally in
connection with the drafting of the 19g0 budget and in the document
granting a discharge to the Commission for the implementation of the
1979 budget.
The resoLution on the new draft general budget for the 1980 financial
year adopted by the EP on 27 June 19805 calls for a further increase
in the appropriations alI0cated for new structurar poricies, measures
to encourage the gradual reabsorption of surpluses and controL over
agricultural expenditure.
T--
'oJ No L 34, 27 .2.1964, special Edition Lg63_Lg64
2oJ No L 94, 29.4.Lg70, speciat Edition 1970 (I)2
-oJ No L 1r7, L2.5.L979
4cor4(ar) 464 finar
c
-OJ No C 187, 24.7.1980, p. 33
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However, the appropriations for the EAGGF, Guidance section, were reduced inthe 1980 budget as compared with the financial year 1979 as follows:
Dif ferentiated appropriations
- commitment appropriations (CA)
- payment appropriations (pA)
t979
443.7
319.6
(m EUA)
1980
428.3
308.7
The appropriations proposed by the commission in the preliminary draft budget(cA 507'18 m EUA' PA 347'65 m EUA) were cut by the European parliament at thevery first reading to a leveI armost identical to that subsequentry adopted.
This cut reflects a certain lack of confidence in the abirity of the EAGGF,
::]:i.".. Section, to rake effective action. rn its resolution of 7 NovemberL>t> 
' 
cne European Parliament recognizes that tthe weakness of the community,sagriculturar structures policy is due in part to the fairure to imprement thebudgetary lines because of the cumbersome rules and restrictions contained inthe IegaI basis. for those lines' 
.
Even more explicit are the comments contained in the report on the dischargefor the financial_ year 1979, which call on the Commission, with regard to theEAGGF' Guidance section, to reduce rthe guantitative and qualitative under-utilization of appropriations and the extent of transfers, in particurar byadjusting the financial mechanisms to the difficulties that have arisen in thepast'2, und in the working documents attached to this resorution, !,rhere it isstated3 that rthe characteristic feature of 1979, as in the past, was the
t.
continuing its analysis of the management for 1979 the European parliament
noted that 'the imbarance between market intervention and intervention in thestructural fierd' in the agricultural sector is exacerbated by the fact that
'the initial estimates of expenditure under individual headings of the EAGGI.Guidance Section are far too vague'. The abovementioned working document aisopoints out in its conclusions Ithe excessively technical nature of the reportwhich detracts from the clarity and sinplicity of the text, which in additionis purely factual' not critical or constructive'and does not tackre managementproblens.
1oJ No c 302, 3.!2.1979, p. 402Do". I-736/g1/A, p. 183Do.. I-]-36/BI/Annex, p. 6I
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Tenth Financial Report - presentation
3. Before analyzing the financial problems connect,ed with the management
of the EAGGF, Guidance Section, it must be pointed out that the Tenth
Financiar Report does not dispel the criticisms made by the Ep in
reration to the Ninth Report. From a reading of the text it is impos-
sible to form a coherent picture of the general problems relating to
t,he implementation of the measures concerned or of the specific diffi-
culties encountered in the individual sectors. In order to make an
adequately substantiated assessment the report must be taken in con-junction with the revenue and expenditure account drawn up by the
'l
commission-, in particular volume r - analysis of financial management.
Although the Tenth Report gives certain global figures relating to the
implementation of the various measures, the number of projects subsi-
dized and the arlocation of aid to each Ivlember state, there is no
analysis of the individual budget lines concerned or of the reasons,
where applicable, for the under-utilization of appropriations. More-
over, the tables contained in Annexes 38-40 of the report are so con-
cise that they do not give any indication of transfers affecting indi-
vidual Lines, although this is the type of information which should
be provided in a revenue and expenditure account.
Utilization of appropriations available
There was a
year in the
distinct improvement as conpared with the previous financial
utilization of differentiated iations as regards both
commitments and payments:
CA
PA
t979
69.52
45.52
1980
922
90r
lcou(at) 222
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4.
Although there was a reduction in the total appropriations
available, the higher rate of utilization in l9g0 led to an
increase in both commitments and payments as compared with
t979.
Commitments
Paynents
lFinancial Regulation
31.12 .L977
L?7e
506
403 .4
of 2L December L977, O,, No L 355,
(m EUA)
198 0
594.63
479.44
However, the financiar report refers onry to differentiated
appropriations, that is, the total appropriations for the
financial year together with the differentiated appropriations
carried over automatically. No account is taken of !on_differentiated appropriations relating to the financial years
prior to L977 which, under Article log(3) of the Financial
Regulationl, if arready committed are carried over automati-
caIly for five years and possibly, though not automatically,
for longer. These appropriations, which can be used solely
for projects covered by Regulation No 17,/64/EEC, amounted
-10- PE 75 
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5.
1to 435.37 m EUA-, of which only 121.9 m EUA were actually paid. If these
figures are taken into account, the overalf rate of utilization of approp-
riations for payment in 1980 fa1ls Lo 6222. This reflects the serious
delay in the implementation of projects subsidized under Regulation No 17/64,
which continues to hinder the overall implementation of the EAGGF, Guidance
Section, budget.
If, however, the assessment is liririted to the utitization of differentiated
appropriations, that is, the appropriati-ons for the financial year plus
those carried over from financial years since L976, itis pleasing to note
that there was an overall improvement in 1980, which indrcates that two of
the appeals made by the EP in connection with the 1979 discharge ( (a) im-
provement in expenditure estimates and (b) adjustment of financial- distri-
bution mechanisms) have in general been heeded.
In this connection the Commission refers to the successful implementation
of the new regulations adopted in 1980 relating to the procedures for sub-
mitting applications for aid and for the examination of these applications,
as regards certain direct measures (measures supporting agriculture in
Mediterranean regions). 1n particular, these regulations provide for the
possibility of advance payments.
The Commission's satisfaction at the speeding up of payments as a result of
the increased opportuni-ty for advanced payments must be endorsed. However,
support must also be given to the comments made in this connection by the
Court of Auditors in j-ts annual report for 1979 that rthe increasing use of
advance payments should be accompanied by an increase in the number of on-
the-spot audits and audits on the basis of records by the Fundrs departments'3.
This point will be dealt with in detail in the paragraph relating to audits.
Implementation of individual budget lines
The generally favourable assessment of the expenditure estimates and the
implementation of individual- measures must, however, be qualified in reLation
to the various budget lines concerned, since, once again, these too frequently
show inaccurate, usually excessive estimates of fj-nancj-al requirements (above
all as a result of the failure to take adequate account of appropriations
carried over from previous financial years). The amounts in guestion were
corrected by means of transfers during the financial year, or were left on
the budget lines and then carried over or written off. In certain cases
both procedures were used, that is, some appropriations were transferred
and some were carried over or written off.
lcom(ar) 222, YoL. r, p. L26
2. 
-ldem
3oJ No c 342, 31.12.1980, p. 86
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6.
7.
8. As regards direct measures, the Tenth Report does not deal specifically
with the problem raised by the imprementation of individual projects
financied under Regulation l7/64/EEC through Articre 800 of the budget.
The revenue and expenditure accountr shows that, although this rine
contained an entry of 20 m EUA in payment appropriations (carried over
from 1979), it was allocated 45 m EUA for the financiar year 1980, of
which l-4.6 m EUA was transferred and 18.4 m EUA had to be carried over.
This is indicative of substantial delays in the implementation of the
subsidized projects to the extent that, in the Court of Auditorsr viev,Ithe Iarge number of projects stil-I incomplete tends to discredit the
time schedures in the aid decisions and intimates that many will pro-
bably remain uncompleted'2.
Similarly, a large part of the payments earmarked for measures relating
to infrastructure in rural areas (Regulation No I7 60/78) remained unused;
of the 17 m EUA entered under Articte 802, only L.276 m EUA were actually
paid. Moreover, the commitment and payment appropriations entered under
Article 803 and ltens 8321 and 8322, which were earmarked for measures
decided by the council on t8 February 1980 concerning agricultural
strucures in the winegrowing sector, remained totally unused, clearly
ind.icating unsatisfactory estimates in this fie1d. The justification
provided by the Commission in the revenue and expenditure account3 is
parti-curarly revearing: 'since the preparation and approvar of such
programmes takes time, it was not possible to utilize the appropriations
entered in the 1980 budget by 31 December 1990, . The working document
annexed to the decision on the discharge for r979 regretted precisely
this 'lack of planning of expenditure'4 resulting in ,improperr movements
of budget appropriations.
There were, however, recurrences of such timproper, movements. Reference
need only be made to Item 8312, established under Regulation No lO78/77
concerning premiums for the non-marketing of milk and milk products and
the conversion of dairy herds to meat production. The inaccurate esti-
mates for these measures, which have nevertheless been in existence for
some time, meant that of the 98.2 m EUA (pA and cA) entered for the
financial year r980, 4L.240 were transferred to other budget lines.
To conclude, mention should be made of a number of measures in respect of
which the EP expressed very strong criticism in connection with the dis-
charge for 1979, that is, Reguration No 1360/79 (producer groups and
associations) and Regulation No L696/71 (common organization of the market
in hops). The shortcomings referred to in the report (p. 63) for the
o
10.
lcott(at) 222, vo!. l,2court of Auditors 
-
3cola(at ) 222, yo!. r,4ro". I-136,/81lAnnex
p.133
1980 report, p.71
p.137
p. 69
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financial year 1979 (which gave rise to extremely severe criticism)
reappeared unchanged in respect of the financial year 1980 (Item 8300:
entry of 4 m EUA transferred in its entirety; Item 8301: entry of 1.6 m
EUA supplemented through a transfer and utilized at a rate of only 58).
Progress of the measures
The report and the statistical annexes provide important information on
the progress of the measures undertaken and on the distribution by Member
State of the subsidized projects and of the reimbursements. However,
they do not give any picture of the problems encountered, both procedural
and substantive, or of the results achieved by the projects. It is thus
possible to make only a quantative assessment of the measures undertaken.
Direct measures
The common measure for the processing and marketing of agricultural- pro-
ducts (Regulation N'355/77) was the most important measure in 1980,
involving commitments of 173.56 m EUA and payments of 51.3 m EUA. This
measure is the successor to Regulation No l7/641. Although the Commission
is to be congratulated on the favourable trend in implementation, it
must exercise the utmost vigilance in respect of the execution of the
projects financed in this context, to prevent the exceptional delays and
frequent cancellation of projects which characterized measures under the
previous regulation. The obligation on the lvlember States to submit sec-
toral programmes in which the projects must be incorporated in order to
be eligible for aid from the Fund is therefore to be welcomed (see Annexes
14 and 15).
12.
13. Furthermore, a positive though slightly
a number of relatively recent measures
schemes for the Mezzogiorno, Item 8227,
forestation in France and Ita1y, Article
delayed start has been made with
(Regulation N" 1362,/78, irrigation
and Regulation No 269/79, reaf-)827)'. The situation is less
'l
'Under Regulation N" 355,/77 appropriations already committed under Regulation
No L7/64 may, moreover, be recomrnitted and decommitted in the course of the
financial year. These figures are shown in the Annexes under Article 800,
although they refer to Items 8010 and 8011. This leads to considerable
confusion in the presentation of the relevant information, as already
poinied out by the Court of Auditors on page 82 of its 1979 report.
2tenth Financial Report, Annex 19
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favourabLe with regard to the
qf_egs- (Regulation N' 1760l78,
point 9 above, which involved
payment appropriations out of
measure for infrastructure in rural
Article 802), already dealt with in
the cancellation of 13.7 m EUA in
the 17 m EUA available.
since the measures referred to in the preceding paragraph involved
advance payments, they shoul-d be subject to greater contror by the
Commission and the Court of Auditors.
Mention should also be made of the interim common measure for inshore
fishing (Regulation No 1852178, Article 860), which, in addition to
encountering substantiar difficulties in its imprementation, prompted
a number of comments by the court of Auditors j_n its report on the
financiar year 19791, ds regards the desirability of financing the
construction of fishing vessels, which the commission does not seem
to have taken sufficiently into account.
Indirect measures
L4. The information on indirect measures provided in the Tenth Report is
even more scanty. It is limited to listing the legal bases and refers
to the annexes for details of the distribution of aid among the Member
States.
l'loreover, this area reveals more clearly the failure of the Community's
structures policy to have any decisive effect on the organization of
this sector. Indeed, the 'limited results' achieved by the 1972 socio-
structural directives led the European Parliament to call for the
further development of structural policy rin such a way that financi-al
resources are concentrated on the Less-developed regions' and considered
that 'for this purpose the structural guidelines for the other areas
should be relaxed,2.
15. An analysis of the breakdown by lvlember State of payments made from the
EAGGF, Guidance Section, in the financial year 19g0 (see Annex I to
this report) immediately reveals that there is still substantial im-
balance in this field, which is further aggravated if account is taken
only of indirect measures (see Annex II to this report). In general,
loJ 
*o c 342, 31. 12.rgilor p. g6
2Errop".n Parliament resolution of 13.3.19g0, oJ No c g5, g.4.l9go
-14- PE 75 .399 /fi,n.
16.
the Comnrunity measures have encouraged the restructuring and moder-
nization of farms situated in the more devetoped agricultural areasl.
The explanation given by the iommission in the past for this im-
balance - administrative delays in those areas with the weakest
structures - does not alter the fact that Community measures must
be adapted to specific requirements, in particular by simplifying
the procedures and applying the implementing provisions in a flexible
manner.
Although the recent amendments to the socio-structural directives2
meet some of the guidelines laid down by the European Parliament'
they do not take sufficient account of these requirements. In
particular, the Committee on Regional Po}icy and Regional Planning
fert3 ,that socio-structural measures courd be incorporated in
regulations rather than directives so as to ob1ige more effectively
the national and Local authorities responsible for distributing the
aid to streamline the administrative Procedures and speed up the
preliminary stagesr .
Furthermore, the council has stil1 not taken a decision on the
proposed amendments to Directive 72/rc04, despite the fact that they
are now essential, since the directive has as yet scarcely been
applied.
Turning now to the individual tyPes of measures, it is nevertheless
true to say that, as regards the socio-structural directives, some
progress has been made with modernization ( 86.54 m EUA committed
and paid in 1980 - Directive 72/159, Article 810), although the
other measures (Directives 72/L6Q' cessation of farming, and
72/I6L, vocational guidance and training) have not been applied
on a sufficiently large scale to achieve any significant results.
With regard to measures for the less-favoured regions, Directive
75/268 on mountain and hilt farming (Articte 820) also showed a
relatively positive rate of implementation, with 88.6 m EUA
committed and paid during the financial year as compared with
82.5 m EUA in L979.
By far the most important initiative among the structural measures
connected with the common market organizations is the premium for
the non-marketing of milk and conversion to beef and veal production
(Regulation No 1078 /77 ) .
17.
rsee Doc. 1-814 /79, p. ll
2see oJ NO L 197, 20.7.1981
3see Doc . l-824/79, p. 42
4see oJ N" C 124 , !7.5.1g7g
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Attention has already been drawn to the inadequate implementation of
this measures (see point r0), which has shown a constant decline in
recent years (1978: L23.9 m EUAi L979: 1I9.3 m EUA; 19g0: g0 m EUA),
although, given the substantial structural surpluses in this sector,
it is clearly of considerable importance if the priorities indicated
by the European parr-iament are to be pursued. Moreover, there is
considerable uncertainty about the effectiveness of this measure,
as expressed in the court of Auditors' report for 19791.
Audits
18' Point 16 of the working document on the discharge for 1979 expresses
some satisfaction at the increase in inspection visits carried out bythe management departments, and point Ig requests the externar. andinternal auditors rto intensify these audits making sampre inspections
of financing projects which have wider scope and. significance, 
.
Despite the introduction of new procedures enabling advance payments
to be made for certain direct measures, there does not seem to have
been any corresponding increase in auditing activities.
Lgl 92 19803
Inspection visits
- by the Commission
- by the Court of Auditors
- joint
19 ' rt is therefore essentiar to make quite clear the need to increase
on-the-spot inspection visits with a view in particular, as alreadypointed out, to preventlng any recurrence in the case of projects
financed under Regulation N" 355rl77 of the shortcomings and extensivedelays encountered with projects financed under Regulation No L6/64. 
,
Although the Tenth Report provides useful information on the individual
audits carried out in 1990, its comments on the problems and irregu-larities encountered are extremely ambiguous, do not provide any indi_
cations for the future and are restricted to observations such as
lsee OJ No C 342, 3I.12.19g0, p. 902sorr".: Doc. 1-I3 6/gl/Annex, p.653so,r...: Court of Auditors, report for 19g0, p. 66
9
10
6
I3
15
4
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'it was found that there were differing interpretations as to the
manner of implementing certain rules' (p. 16) and 'differences of
approach with regard to interpretation (...) were noted' (p. 18).
Conclusions
'20. It has been pointed out thaL, in its presentation, the Tenth
Financial Report does not provide the statistics and information
on management which are needed to assess the effectiveness and
consistency of the measures in question, or of t.he difficulties
encountered in their implementation and of the guidelines and
prospects for the future. This criticism is particularly pointed
in view of the fact that the European Parliament made similar com-
ments last year. Reference has al-so been made to the continuing
imbalance in the implementation of aid from the Fund, which does
not seem to be taking effective action to remove the disparities
between the least-favoured and the more developed regions in
terms of agricultural structures.
As regards the measures undertaken, the distinct improvement in
the implementation of both commitments and payments entered on
the relevant budget lines is to be welcomed. However, there
are stilI too many cases in which the Commission seems unable to
make sufficiently accurate budget estimates, which are essential
if the EAGGF, Guidance Section, is to be used to restore the
balance between market intervention and intervention in the
structural field on which a solution to the problem of structural
surpluses largely depends.
21 . Tlr<' Commissiort sltould Lheref orc dllalyze in greater depth the
effectiveness and scoPe of the measures financed by the Fund.
It should do so with a view to planning expenditure consistently,
above all within the five-year allocation 1980-1985, taking
account of the prospects for implementation and of the experience
gained from cooperation with the relevant national departments,
and to exercising to the fu1l its powers of internal control
which not only constitute the proper response to the comments
made by the European Parliament in the context of the discharge
procedures but also represent the supreme guarantee for the
optimum utilization of Community funds.
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ANNEX I
Payments in 1980 broken down by Member State, and information on their
agricultural- structures
lsorr..: Yearbook of agricultural statistics 19g1, Eurostat, figures for
t97 9
)
-source: The agriculturar situation in the community, tggr report, figuresfor L977
lllember State
Total payrrcnts I98C(differentiated anc
non-differentiatec
appropriations)
(m ElrA)
I
Labour foree
enplqrred in,
agriculturer
z
ULilized agricarttural area2
on farms of between:
ranaSna I
=l | 5 and I0 tlaI-
Belgium
Denmark
F R of Germany
France
Ireland
ItaIy
Luxembourg
Netherlands
United Kingdom
25
24
L44
134
44
98
I
25
106
4.2
4.0
23.8
22.1
7.5
t6.2
0.2
4.4
t7 .6
1.5
2.6
19.6
23.5
2.8
38.2
0.1
3.6
8.0
1.4
0.8
14.t
11.3
1.8
65.9
1.7
2.0
2.5
2.8
t9.7
20.8
4.6
42.L
0.1
3.5
3.9
Eur 9 501 00 100 100 100
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ANNEX II
INDIRECT MEASURES
TotaL reimbursements
source: Tenth Financial Report on the EAGGF, Guidance section,
COll(81) 464 final
II{EMBER STATE
Reinbursements from the EAGGF
rn ]980 (EUA) t
BELGIUM
DENMARK
GERMANY
FRANCE
IRELAND
ITAI,Y
LUXEMBOURG
NETHERLANDS
UNITED KINGDOM
9,408,105
16,427 ,857
75, 701,300
87 ,590,325
31,405,915
g 
,799,597
625 ,07 4
L4,887 ,239
80,207 ,60L
2.9
5.0
23.2
26.9
9.5
3.0
0.2
4.6
24.6
TOTAT 326 ,044,003 I00
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a,
